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DIGEST:

- 1. Requirement in IFS that successful bidder be A.85.M.E. cartified

and hold "A," "R," "U" or "PP" symbol stamps constitutes defini-
tive vesponsidility criterion; therefore whether objective
avidenca of compliance has been produced is matter cognizable by
GAO. '

2. Affirmative determination of responsibility was supporied by
ohjective evidence of compliance wvith definitive responsibility
criterion where successful bidder employed welder having requisite
cartification; therefora, datermination had reasonable dasis.

. M & M Welding and Pabricators, Inc. (M & M), has protested the
savard ‘of a contract made by the Agricultural Research Center, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, under invitation for bids (IFR) No. 177-E-ARS-TQ.
The ZFB was for the installation of steam lines at the Agricultural
Regsarch Center in Belteville, Maryland.

Bide were opaned on September 16, 1976. Five bids were received
as follows:

Machanesr, Inc, . $ 88,552
. Zinger Comstruction Company, Inc. 93,280
Dunton, Iac. ' 93,774
M&M . 102.73.7
M & 3§ Mechani-~al Corporatior. 110,577

"An sward wvas aade to Mechaneer., Inc. (Machaneer), on Septembr.: 30, 1976.




'B-187573

By letter dated October 4, 1976, X & M protestad tha sward to
thie Officu on the prounds that Mechancer did not meet the qualifica-
tions for tha swecesaful bidder contuinod 1z :hc solicitation.

The contcntion -nd. by X & M with ragnrd to H-chan.ur'a qunlizica-
tions esmentially questions the ageacy's a!tir-;t!v- detarmination of
Mechaneez's responsibility. As a: genaral rula, this Office does not
revics affirmative rllponuibxlity determinatinas unless either fraud
is alloged on the part of the procuring cfficials or where the solicita-

.ticn contsins definitive responsibility criteria which allegedly have

not been applied. Centrai Metal Products, Inc., 54 Comp. Gan. 66 (1974),
74-2 CPD 64; Yardney Eleccric Corportiom, 54 C Comp. GCen. 509 (1974), 74-2
CED 376.

In this case, the IFB required "The successful bidder shall be
A.S.M.E. certificd and hold 'A,' 'R,' 'U,' or 'FP' gywbol stamps."
Siuce there is definitive criterion of responsibility contained in
the solicitation, our general policy of not reviewing affirmctive
determinations of telgonsibility i not for application.

The coutrlctiug of’icer stateu that'the sbove-citad rnquircinnt
wvas - devalopod and* placnd,in the solicitation to reflect the n;niauu
standard of velding ‘expertise deemed necessary. for the job. Mechaneer
furnighed the following on the welder to bda cuployed' ‘{1) HNational
Certified Pipe Heldinggnureau s record of wellers' qualificativn test
certifying that :tho walder to be :nployad is qualified in accordance
with section IX of the A.8.M.E, /Boiler ard Preassure Ve-+el. Code; (2)
record of tests condu.zed in nccardance vith the American Welding
Society Codes stating that the welder to be enployed is qualified; and
(3) A.S.M.E. stamp identification and certifiation for PP pipe welding
for the welder to be employed. Based on the for.goins information, tha
contracting officer determin-ad the uelding expertile of the welder to
be employed by Mechaneer met the required ttnndnrd of responsibility.

Our Officn will wot objéct to a contracting officer's determination
of raaponszbility unlass it is shown to be without a tcasonable basis,
See Leasco Information Products, Tne., 53 Comp. Gen. 932, (1974), 74~1
CPD 31a. Hera, the contracting otfficer had bafore him objlctivc evidance
that the welder %o be employed by Mechaneer met the definitive respou-
sibility criterton. Furthermore,.we do not agree with:the prot-ntcr s
contention that Mechaneer was required to have the A, §.M:%.. certifica-
tion in its own name to meet the definitive responsibilicy crite'.on.
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i Ses Armed Services Procuremsnt Regulation § 1-903.2(a) (1) (1975);
, Ensec Services c'oinnsiun. 53 Comp. Gen. 494 (1975), 73-2 CPD 341,
‘ Yoarelore, we ave the affirmative determination of respon- . )
sibility was ‘reascusble. '
For the reasons discussed above, the prutest is denied.
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